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MINISTRY OF LAW, JUSTICE AND COMPANY AFFAIRS 
(Legislative Department) 

NOTIFICATION 
New Delhi, the 9th March 1976 

S.O. 181(E).—The following Order made by the President is published for general 
information:—- 

Order 

Whereas a petition has been filed by Shri P. L. I.akhanpal against Shri Habib Tanvir, 
a member of the Council of States alleging that the said 1 Shri Habib Tanvir has become 
subject to disqualification for membership of that House in terms of article 102(l)(e) of 
the Constitution read with section 9A of the Representation of the People Act, 1951 
(43 of 1951); 

And whereas the President has sought the opinion of the Flection Commission under 
article 103 of the Constitution, with reference to the said petition, on the question whether 
the said Shri Habib Tanvir has* become subject to such disqualification; 

And whereas the Election Commission has been its opinion (vide Annexure) that the 
said Shri Habib Tanvir has not become subject to any such disqualification; 
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Now, therefore, I, Fakhruddin Ali Ahmed, President of India, in exercise of the 
powers conferred on me under article 103 of the Constitution, do hereby decide, in 
accordance with the opinion of the Election Commission, that the said Shri Habib Tanvir 
has not become subject to any disqualification in terms of article 102(l)(e) of the Com 
stltution read with section 9A of the Representation of the People Act, 1951 (43 of 1951) 
for being a member of the Council of States. 

FAKHRUDDIN ALI AHMED, 

President of India. 

Rashtrapati Bbavan, 

New Delhi. 

February 26, 1976. 

Phalguna 7, 1897 (Saka). 

Annexure 

ELECTION COMMISSION OF INDIA 
Reference Case No. 1 of 1975 
(Under Article 103 of the Constitution of India) 

Shrl P. L. Lakhanpal 
Vs. 

Shri Habib Tanvir, Member, Rajya Sabha. 

Present; 

Shri T. Swaminathan, Chief Election Commissioner of India. 

OPINION 

The short question that arises in this case is whether Shri Habib Tanvir, a nominated 
member of the Rajya Sabha, has become subject to any disqualification in terms of 
article 102(l)(e) of the Constitution of 'India read with section 9A of the Representation 
of the People Act, 1951, after he has become a member of that House. 

2. The allegations contained in the petition of Shri P, L. Lakhanpal to the President 
of India are briefly as follows:—- 

Shri Habib Tanvir 1 entered into contracts with the Government of India after he 
had become a member of Parliament- 

fa) for staging plays including bis play ‘Agra Bazar’ for the Song and Drama 
Division of the Ministry of Information & Broadcasting; 

(b) for arranging a theatre workshop at Jamshedpur (subsequently, the petitioner 

has intimated that the place is Raipur and not Jamshedpur) and received 
payment of Rs. 72,000 therefor; and 

(c) for producing films on Family Planning and Satellites lo be shown over the 

Government Television. 

3. On 11th January, 1976, i.e, a day before the hearing in the case, the petitioner field 
s(n 'affidavit and a copy of tine Weekly ‘Stir*, dated 3 March, 1974, according to which 
Shri Tanvir is reported to h'ave received a fee of Rs. 5,000' per day from the Ministry 

Information and Broadcasting for staging a folk play entitled ‘Raja Chamba and Char 
Bhai’ enacted largely by folk artists from Ch'attisgarh. In replying to these allegations, 
the respondent has made the following submissions :— 

(i) The averments in rite petition did not disclose the complete cause of action a si 

there were no averments in regard to the various elements enumerated in 
section 9A of the Representation of the People Act, 1951; 

(ii) Article 102(l)(e) of the Constitution and section 9A of the Representation of 

the People Act, 1951 have no 'application to a nominated merab-r of the 
Rajya Sabha as the nominated member cannot be said to be 'chosen' as 
contemplated by t’nat article; 

(iii) As the question of alleged disqualification has not been referred at the instance 

of the Rajya Sabha, the enquiry initiated by the Election Commission is 
without jurisdiction; 
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(iv) The respondent follows the Vocation of an artist and does not carry on any 

trade or business; and 

(v) The N'aya Theatre referred to by the petitioner is a Society registered under 

line Societies Registration Act. 

4. On the hearing on 12 January, 1976, oral arguments wetic advanced by the 
petitioner, Shri F, L. Lakhanpal, assisted by Shri Altai Ahmad, Advocate, and by Shri 
M. K. Ramamurthy, Senior Advocate, Supreme Court, appearing! on behalf of the 
respondent, Shri Habib Tanvir. 

5. It is indeed true that t'ne averments in the petition of Shri Lakhanpal do not 
furnish full particulars iti regard to the allegations made therein. The decision in 
Hardwari Lai vs'. Kanwal Singh (A.l.R. 1972—SO 515) referred to by Shri M. K. 
Ramamurfhy in support of his contention, however, deals with the question of the 
maintainability of an election petition wherein certain corrupt practices have been alleged 
without furnishing material facts and full necessary particulars. The nature of the 
present case is such that it will be unreasonable to demand from the petitioner full 
particulars of the various alleged agreements or contracts entered into by Shri Tanvir 
with the Television Centre, All India Radio, 'as he cannot be expected to know or have 
the means to obtain full particulars. Under the provisions of section 146 of the 
Representation of the People Act, 1951, adequate power vests in the Election Commission 
ito make a full enquiry into the question referred to it by the President under article# 103 
and 192 of the Constitution, And in order to do full justice in matters of such public 
importance, it is necessary and proper for the Election Commission to make such 
enquiries las it deems fit. In this view, there is no substance in the contention of the 
respondent that in fne absence of full particulars, the petition is liable to be dismissed 
in limini. 

6. The contention of the respondent that article 102(l)(e) of the Constitution, read 
with section 9A of the Representation of the People Act, 1951, has no application to 
a nominated member of the Rajya Sabha is 'also without any legal basis. Article 102 
imposes the disqualifications specified therein on a person not only for being chosen as 
a member of cither House of Parliament, but also for being a member 
.thereof. Similarly, section 9A of the Representation of the People Act, 1951 
read with section 7(b) deals with disqualifications both for being chosen as, and for 
being, a member of either House of Parliament or of the Legislative Assembly or 
legislative Council of a State. A nominated member enjoys the Same status as an 
elected member of t'ne Rajya Sabha. There is no distinction made in the law between 
an elected and a nominated member of the Rajya Sabha once a person has become a 
member of that House. The jurisdiction of the Election Commission under article 103 
of the Constitution to enquire into any alleged disqualification incurred by a member 
of the Rajya Sabh'a after he has become such member, either by election or by nomination, 
cannot therefore be questioned. The allegations in the present petition and the oral 
contentions made bv Shri Lakhanpal in support of the allegations are that-Shri Tanvir 
incurred the disqualification a per he had become a member of the Rajya Sabha. llwre ; 
fore, it is for consideration whether the provisions of articles 102 and 103 are attracted 
in the present case or not. 


7. The contention that the question of alleged disqualification should be raised at 
the instance of the Rajya Sabha has been given up by Shri M. K. Ramamurthy in view 
of the clear rulings on the question by the Supreme Court in Rrundaban Nayafc V 
Election Commission of India—A.l.R. 1965—SC 1892. 

8. From the records obtained in connection with the enquiry into the alleged disquali¬ 
fication of Shri Habib Tanvir, it is seen that— 


(i) he 


(ii) he 


entered into written agreements to give 12 television programmes either for 
appearing alone or with members of Naya Theatre for Television (l.V.) 
Centre, A.I.R.. New Delhi, and T.V. Satellite, A.l.R. between, 14 April, 
1972 and 17 December, 1974 and received payments therefor either rpr 
hitnself or for Naya Theatre, a Society registered under the Societies 
Registration Act, 1860; 


entered 
15 June 
of the 
Theatre 
Bazar’, 
Theatre, 
amount 
received 


into 4 written agreements dated 11 May, 1970, 15 June, . V*7®‘ 
1970 and 21 February, 1974 with the Song and Drama Division 
Ministry of Information and Broadcasting on behalf of the Naya 
for staging, at places and dates to be specified, the dramas Agra 
‘Raja Chamba and Char Bhai’ produced by the Society, Naya 
for consideration of payment# for such performances. The total 
paid on these items works out to Rs. 76,989.75 Including Rs. 5.CKK) 
for the play ‘Raja Chamba and Char Bhai’ on 21 February, 1974. 
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Shli Tanvir has signed these agreements 'as Director of the Naya Theatre; 
and 

(iii) he gave programmes of folk dances of Chattisgarh with bis troupe on 12 
October, 1974 and 14 October, 1974 and presented a paper ‘on extension 
of folk media for Family Planning Communication. For these items, he 
received payments amounting to Rs. 11,500. 

9. I have now to examine whether these written agreements would constitute a 
■ubsisting contract entered into in the course of the trade or business of Shri Tanvir for 
the supply of goods to, or for the execution of any works undertaken by, the Government 
within the meaning of section 9A of the Representation of the People Act, 1951. Section 
9A of the Representation of the People Act, 1951 reads as follows:— 

“9A. Disqualification for Government contracts, etc .—A person shall be disqualified 
if, and for s<? long as, there subsists a contract into by him in the course 
of his trade or business with the appropriate Government for the supply 
of goods to, or for the execution of any works undertaken by the Govern¬ 
ment." 

10. The expression “supply of goods” in the above section implies furnishing goods 
that are required by Government. The use of the plural word ‘works’ connotes some¬ 
thing! to be built or constructed and not something to be done .—vide in re- T. Siddalingaiya, 
Member, Mysore Legislative Assembly (7 ELR—416), Satya Prakash V. Bashir Ahmad 
Qureshi (AIR-1963—MP-316), Yugal Kishore Sinha V. Nagcndra Prasad Yad&v (AIR- 
1964—Patna 543), and Brahma Dutt V. Paripurna Nand and Others (AIR-1972— 
Allahabad-340). The films in which Shri Tanvir and his troupe appeared were produced 
and exhibited by the Government of India and not supplied by Shri Tanvir or the Naya 
Theatre. By agreeing to provide programmes for the Television Centre, Shri Tanvir 
performed only profession's! services. Shri Tanvir cannot be said to carry on a trade 
or business in relation to his appearances on Television. Such performances of pro¬ 
fessional services will not fall within the ambit of section 9A of the Representation of 
the People Act, 1951. It is significant that section 7(d), as it existed in the Representa¬ 
tion of the People Act, 1951 until it was amended in 1958, provided for the incurring 
of disqualifications not only through a contract for the supply of goods to, or for the 
execution of any works undertaken by the appropriate Government, but also through 
a contract “for the performance of any services undertaken by the appropriate Govern¬ 
ment.” Having regard to the fact that such a provision relating to the contract for the 
“performance of any service” undertaken by the appropriate Government 'nag been 
omitted in section 9A of the Act, as it now stands, even if a contract is entered into 
by a person for fhe performance of any professional services undertaken by the appro¬ 
priate Government it would not attract a disqualification in terms of article 102(l)(e) 
read with section 9A of the Representation of the People Act, 1951. 

The four agreements entered into on 11 May, 1970, 15 June, 1970, 15 June, 1970 
and 21 February, 1974 were entered into by the society known as ‘Naya Theatre’ and not 
by Shri Tanvir in his individual capacity. The society ‘Naya Theatre’ is a separate entity. 
Shri Tanvir would not, therefore, be disqualified in terms of section 9A of the Represen¬ 
tation of the People Act, 1951—Lalifeshwar Prasad V. Bateshwar Prasad (1966—2 SCJ 
241). 

The 12 agreements with T.V. Centre, A.l.R. or T.V. Satellite, A.I.R. and the four 
agreements dated 12 October, 1974 and 14 October, 1974 with the Family Planning 
authorities also cannot be said to be contracts of the kind contemplated by section 9A 
of the Representation of the People Act, 1951. They are agreements for rendering 
professional services by Shri Tanvir. 

For the reasons stated above, fhe provisions of section 9A of the Representation of 
the People Act, 1951, are not attracted in the present case with reference to the various 
allegations contained in the petition of Shri P. L, Lakhanpal against Shri Habib Tanvir. 
The Commission accordingly tenders the opinion that Shri Habib Tanvir 'has not become 
(Subject to any disqualification for being a member of the Rajya Sabha. 

(Sd.) T. Swaminathan, 

Dated 22 January, 1976. Chief Election Commissioner of India. 


[No. F. 7(5)/76-Leg.II(i) ] 
K. K. SUNDARAM, Secy. 
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fafa, WTTO W’tTW 

(Pwift Piete) 
jrfff^nrr 

9 ET^, 1976 

vfo m<> isi(w ).—trf fwr rnr PpEfafaRr et^t heewreE ft 
Eiwrft % faq, swiftin' Prt ^rrar $:— 

T l jr 9 EET % ET WT El f^TE EETlT % fE53i TT fftfftK Nf ffo trsfo EEfETFr 
inr etPsTE Eft e$ t fwi w, EftWEH Prtt wr|fr eee sft ?#rr ee#r ett srPrfHFm 
«rfWPW, 1951 ( 1951 EE 43) EftffRr 9T%mqf^HfEHTE%*Ef>#T 102( l) 
(*) % E*ff ft EE WE % WEE ?>ft % fer fET%r Eir | ■ 

^TT^4fEft,EEE fofftTE% fET5T ft fff 5TR <R ftp EEl WE «fr | iffE Weftr 
ftrc%r ft ttc<[ % ftftwH % 5 cr j j«#? 10 3 % seeIe fwftrE err Eft tr ete^i 

* 1 $ t; 

wrftftr ft mft T?r tr fr | (tttee ftfa-rr) % we ftr ^jfhr 
ee#c ftft Pr%t Ei£f t; 

'ETT:, EE, if, ERE EE ET^lfE tfilJE^E Spft E^THE, ftfftgrrE % Efe(k 103 % 
Wtftr TEE vrftriff TT WET ERE fE, fft#EE ERPlr Eft ETE % WftTR, W ,ftfft?W 

»ERr £ ftp we ftr EEftr, tre hht ^ % f^ *fw srFEftrfaEr *fa- 

Pm, 1951 ( 1951 frr 43 ) TfttJRT 9 ET % WE tTsE ftfEEH % WR&T 102 ( 1 ) 
{*) % hhT ft faftt sppr Prefer h$t f™ $1 

TnS ^ ,m ' mfiftT Hoff WET, 

^ 1 ERE % TPSjq-fft 

9vC«rtt 26, 1976 

ERta--—- 

'tfEFp 7, 1897 (*w) 

EUE *r fEEfHH ETtPn 

1973 E!T fEE5T RTflfEI fto 1 

(ERE % ftfftETE % 103 % EEpl) 

, sft *fto WREr 

EEIE 

«ft ee^It, etrt, tiw eei i 
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mfkKT : 

TO €t° srtTOrtr^, rkr % fRtfRR qpjro i 

ttr 

T[E RIOT if TO R'R 5T^T 35 R?T JRT £ Rf R#R if Rf $ k TOT TO f4t*f RR-fK, 
3ft f% TTTO RRT % RTEfRfRTO TOTR £, ^ RRR % OTTO ft % 7HH, TOt TORfaftpR 
qfafRRR, 1951 TO HTOT 9OT % TOR tTcSR RPTO i RfRETTR % q«J*#T 102( l) (t) 
% *r«ff if froff to froffcr ft rtc ? i 

2 . rtrr % tp^tPr TO TO ri* TO TO° rr<> tojritr TO FtTOrr if aft qpRTOTR 
q^rfae |, 4 rTOt if fTOROjoTR f :— 

TO f TOr RTTIT R, RRS TO ERFT ft Rit % RTTOcT WR-T ROTK % TOR 
fRTOkfacT % f%R RfRTTR TO :— 

(37) <JRRr qk RTOTR RRTTOI % TOR Rk ROT fRRTR % f%<R ROT TOTOftTR 
TORf, fRTOT 3RTO qRRr ROT 'qi'RTO TORTR’ TO $ ; 

(*f) RRik^r (STTR if, ftPfWRR R Rf fRRT TO k Rf ORTR TOTik^R 
qkj riott |) if f^rrr toPtoto TO totort tori, fTOk fan[ TOfft 

72,000 RRR TO TRTR RTTO kRl ; qk 

(R) Rwrfr jTOfTOTR RT fTO* TO# % kef RfklTT fRRtTOT qk OTRft TO kTO 
RRfRT I 

3. kfkrRT R 11 TOTrTO, 1976 TO q-Rfif TO fRR kff fTO % TOrTO TO IJRRlt 
TO, RR7 fRR RR? WTRRR qk Rkk 3 RT#, 1 974 % RRTlf^P ‘fkTO TO RV 
RTpR^r Nk, ftfOT qTOTO PTO RTfT RRTT % k TO RRTOt 4 RR> TO* ROT, kOTT RfE ‘ W 
RTRT qk TOR RT^' RT RRT from qfRTOW. RITOrR? % Rk TORTOR R, qtTOkR 
TOT# ^ fRR ^RRr qk ROTOR RRTTO % 5 00 0 Ro RpT fRR % ffRPR if 9?fR RFR Rft I 
TO qfRTOTRt % TOTO if, TOR«ff t fRTOfRpTO fR^TO f%R | :— 

(i) faftiRR R fRR RR RWTt % ^ RTR|?JR7 TO TOT Rpfi RRRT | RlffR 

rTO srPrfRfRTO wfalRTO, 1951 Rt «ror 9 -r if rFrr fRfRq fRTOt 
% RTO if TO| TORR RpffcR RR t; 

(ii) RpTOTO TO 102(1) (s 7 ) qk Rk RfRfRfRfR ErtjfRRTT 

1951 Rif RRf 9-R? TTTO RRT % RmfRfRTO RfTO RTf RrR R^t 

ft4t TOfk RTOfRiks toto TO '^Rr gro' rtor, tot k to 

qR^R if q-jRRIR R^f R^r TO RTOiT ; 

(iii) qrOTfRRfRTfro TO OTT TTTO RRTRfr k<RT TO fR?ftlR R^f 

frorr rrt | wftfR fRRkR qrTOR Jrt qiTOR TO Rf tor toTO qfti- 
TOftro % TOfR I ; 

(iv) SRR«ff RR RTORTO TO TORT f qk R? fkTO TOTO TO TOPTR 
RT RTORTT R^f TORT % ; qk 
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(v) fan 'hot fqTnrr’ m fa fur fam | a? ^ Hfak^tt, 

5fr Hkrkt Tkkkm wfafamr % snffa Tfakka f, i 

4. 12 HTHlf, 1976 k % ?OT, faffrFR *fr ffo CT5TO HHRTTW Hk 

aqfk «fr *r^ra n?*ra hht smk ’-ft kk mlk nk h kit fr! atH 

rptth 1 ! % afks srfawT *rt iht° %o trfjRt ff srfa *m kf%H h# kr fan; 
2r i 


5. fakk ^ H|t | fa k HHHTTH k falkH H % HRHHT if, HH# farf HF 
wfwkT HSTsff ^ affa H^f for H(T | 1 HHlfa, «ft FHo %o TTHF|fa I HT-ft 
sfafVar % HH*f*T 3f R <* 1 0 HT5T HHTH faff % HTOfa (ifo sjTfo sjTTo 1972— 
SSRcFT RTo 515) if fVtr ^ fafa fafamH *FT fakl fspHT |, mik faff faTfarT 
falkor % ‘hhtf nk % spr qr. farnTfaml faraif Frfapp gwff <qk <k grre wH 
ark kr ftnr fjrqT qkmT sre wramf m vfqw fam wr f, i hshth oink 
Efrr prm crjTT £ fork, HfwqkiH hh fafkw qmrf m Ffaartfr %, Vt fa; sff 
cFfak am kftfkR k&T, HRTWfa ft kt i\i |, gR zrftt ^ fkfaFR H RPT 

>fmnr sFjfkr ?ikr akfa sort iff strit kf ht *mfr fa; oh afftf 

kt HFmlf $t*ft ht I I ®qk strt qR nqk 11 Rfa kafafam wfarfaRir, 1951 
kt um 146 % Rqmfiff % Htffa, hh w % #lu if, gi fa hPrift % nokk 
103 *rk 192 % ntffa Tn^qrffr h fnqtqH scrmm qfr fFfe: fam ^ft m^r- 
HSHrar qmf qff qqtn nifw hh^ (fmfm hw>t if) fnfer | Hk ht^hPr: 
j^T % Fir HTHHff H ^ ^ H, f-T^RH HRFl % kcr 

hrow wk gfkr | kr ^ ^ kn ?r? warerr 11 ^ 

ffR ?f, 5TR*ff qft ftf ?mfkr if afff hr Rff | k k? k kk h fer rt -f 
wf kfkFr irw h ff mk5r kw gk qk 11 

6. Trkff <i ^ffn Hf fk Ik Rfkkrfkm Hftrfmo, 1951 qfr etrt 

9—*f Sfr ht«t qfsrr nksiFTmH-rasa 102 ( 1 ) (r),Fk tthi % fkft HTnfkw 

Ha?H Tfr hr Ifkr, f«rfHV 4fe % krTHR ?f 1 102 hhh fafkw 

fFTlHTi?', kkf *nkfT qR HH^ % fRffvffHRT RT H HmT ^ Rk TT Sffkj; 
HHvr hurt 5 k ht »fr Hrnkfm rtht 1 1 ?*fr h^tt, nf v srkkkrk HfakRH 
195 1 «k um 7 (ht) % HR qkHHRT 9-W ifHH^ % fkff *ff HRH *FT HT 
kr?ff TTHT k fcsTFT HtTT HT iVjR Hk<T^ RT HRT Rif RT# Hkif fTHT HHHT H-3FT 

fk HHsff kT 5 >niT' af irf 11 trhhhi ht FrHkfaR nam mf |f¥rw qrr hri 
HRT |, fHH |fHH?T RT HH TRF R 1 kf f^ffRH H?RT I rrq; HIT TFR HOT HI 
ORTH k 5 k % HR HH HTH % fTTTfRT HTRT tffT HTO kfaTR HRW % sflR 
fafu Tff t/r h kffaka kf hrt rttt i hr ttr hhtrt hrt k nk % 
hr, fwr htr jrt, m| w, foaka am ht HTHfkHT am htr jht k, 
rthh %nf Fk fHT^jrr, f mar k 'TfHRHT kor mr f r, % art if HiH-qRHTH 
k foHfmr HkfH k Hk^ifTHT, kt k Hfaurr % ht^st 103 % nka tH 
HTtrf |f % hVh ff HRf H^f H5FTT HT H^HT I RkfR fTkHH % HfHTTHT 
nk hh HfHHHk % Rk ir «ff hhhtth itTiff »rf kkiR akf#' # | 
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qqr *nrqq % qrr «fr rnnfVT q fqr^qr ^qq Ji 

ffq: 5TTcf TT fa^TT PpqT SITqT | fa Tcfaiq *11*1^ SpJ^q 102 iffa 

103 % ^TfaST ^PT $tq | TT q^t I 

7. q?TTqq qiqqr qqrq vrTT?r qrl fqqfaq SrPTfa % PTP% (qo qTf o 

Wn> 196 5 gps^PT PqTo 18 92) T?q TT q^qq »TRT*W afPCT faq 

jttt *q«q fqfqiqq qir sqrq ?f T»a% fq *rf qq° fco TntPTfq q 1 *rrft q$ 
qpffa eqrq tftfa *rfaTfqq fq^qr qq iRq-a^q eitt^'V ft qsptT 

3TTqT =qTf$q I 

8 . »jfr ^qfa ^?Y Hr»rTf«r^ PrT^Tr 3rt^r-'r?nr?r % qfarq 

srr c cr Hfa^nrf p q? wt %— 

(i) 12 qqffaqq qqjfqqr q?r qrrq % faq faqif ^ sfaiq 
*rrq wn «rr m 'qqr faqrt' % snrcrf % srrq fqwq tft #rr *tt, 
qpftfasrq (2f° qt°) qqn:, HfaTOqmt, q£ fretff eft 0 ^t° 
qjprr^q, srramruft % pro 14 sfw^r, 1972 «rtr 17 farFarr, 
1974 % afhr fa’farcr vttt faq xftx qg% ht* ii m in "tut 
faqrt” gfrfa ifttrr?qr Tfa^qr^r sifafqqq, i86 0 % wftq qqr 
rfapjfaq tfterr^t |, % faq ttk tfct »pt; 

(ii) qqr fqq^T ifmr^'r sm fifw 'mqTr srem’ %ftr ‘v^\ 
q-pqt srfa mtt *rr$’ qroq? qrqqr q?r r«rm qr r\t qift qfafaf 
qit, art *tt if ^rcT^rrf sq^ft qt, ttTtrt qrsf % faq iffa qq Tqtfql 
% faq t»pr qfar qrs? % faq ‘qqT faqqr* qft qtx ir 11 Rf, 

1970, 15 3j^r, 1970, 15 1970 Hfa 21 9TGtPt 1974, 

qit g^rqr «ffc sram q'qnqq % qfa *ftT qrzqr farm % qrq 

4 f^rfer spxtt; f^q i ^?p*ff mfi it *ft t$tr 

76,898.75 ^iq ^fcft faf^f W 5000 Kft mfiTPr | iff 
‘G^rr ^gq h)t *tt$’ ^tprq? qrew % f^tq 21 

1974 qfr stto f%q 1 >sft qqfn; q vr qrcrfi t< Vtt Prq^' % 

fqq?r^ % Jr f%q ; strtT 

(iii) 12 1974 ifk 14 TO?i, 1974 wq^ t?t % 

qr«r ^rTwo? % ?fpf: q?q % 5T?^r fqq ‘qfTTTT fflcrt^ifr 

% P^rq q'rr ote-tp qrr f^ctTr' f^tpr qT qq; q?q?r Pprr 1 
?q qff % frrq, ^=| n,5oo ^0 jripq gq 1 


9. ET-7 q.ET T? t’T^iT | fp 4TT q fqftjq' qTTT, ?fpp qfqfqfqrq wfqfqqTr, 

1951 ^ arm 9 -t % qqt fq^nq qfqqr % qq if 3ft aft qqfrr % 

5qxqT7 qT qqqqTT % it HTqiTT qit *TT^ qq Tqiq qiiq % pqq qT ^ ?TOpTT 
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TTTT TTTO fqkff 44?4f % f^TPTT % fat? qft f I ’TOT afcrfkftRT *tftJfqqrt, 19$ 1 
4?t URT 9-4?, ffrr^T^ETT | :— 

“ 9 - 4 ?. wtait * mq qft $ mf4 v far$ prqjm—qi'ff 

4t sqfqT fqrffq $qT, qfe ?fk qq RT? Tftf fftft 40*41 fq^qqTq | ft 
qijfaq 4RTT % qm sr<T 4 aUTTR qr 4TTSTT % wq^q 4 OT 

TTOfiTT 4?t 414 qq TTIT qrkt % Oft? TT TT ttOTICTU T fTltn 
4T^Sfff % fq K Trqq % fart 4ft $ l” 

10. 34^44 HTCT 4 "*TT4T 4?T 5TTPT” 44 4 $4 qm 4T fkTT '4RT qnqfqq | 
4t qqq?K 3? fkq; wrqwp ft 1 4 <f 4 r % qfqqq qr*? “ works *» (*^4) 4 ^ ^ 
4rFvrTrT |, 3ft ftqR 4?t TT? 4T OsfW FttW 1 w ^ 4? T Of? 4?>£ 04t 4ft 4ft ^T?— 
iffjyrT fir^TJT qpT'-rr ito fqTqktfqT, S5*q, 4^ OraTT qqt ( 7 f ^ 4TR-416) KW 
5 T4?T4r^m q<?fk qfqrqjM (r?qk 4in:- 1963 -^R 4 V- 316 ) fq??fk f 4 ?fr 

qqrq qfcff srrrq qraq (4 *rrtqp - - 1964 - 4^-5 4 3), ?fk qqm - qkyrORq 

4 k wsr? (^ wr<«rn:-i 972 -^rr?nm- 34 o) i 4 fq>? 4 , 0 ?r 4 «ft qq*k 4 k tt# 

44f 4 RT4 1 f%4T «TT, qRT ffRPTT T4RT fafq?T 4k qqfw 4ft 4^ «ff, «T F4? ^T4?T 

srsTT «ft qq4k \qnr qr ‘qqr farrgk ^qra fw qqr «tt i qqffqqq 4 *ht % f4\r ^rr^^nr 

44 % 440 4 4RR 4?T tp 4t qq4k 4 % 44 T sqpqqrOrq? 4qT4 ^t 4 ?t f I qf q|t 4?fl 
qr qq?qr fq? 4t qq4k 4 tsftfqqq 4 t 44W 4 qrq 4qR q?t$ ®ttttt qr tuttr fq?qr 

11 sqrqqrfqq? 4qr«fr 4itff 44 ^q^pq, 414? qf4f4ftr?q qfqfqqq, 1 9 s l «Ft yrrr 
9-4? 4?t qfrfs 4 q|f wr4 i q? qra- q^rqyt t f4 ktr qf4FqFsr?q qfqfqqq, 1 95 i 
4ft qrrr ?(q) 4 ^4r % ^ i 958 4 qjfffqq ?>4 ^ ^ 4t, q? Tqqq qi fqr fq^fTT 
q 4 rqq qqfqq qw?T 4 ?t qnq 4 ?t qqiq 4 r4 4 ? fqq qr Tb' wwq tqrrr TT4itq fqr^r 

qqrqt % fqcqrrq 4 ; fqq 4?t qt 4Fqqr % ttitt qrqq ft qrrrqr qfq^ "q^fqq q«?pR 

qqnr qqqrfq fqr?!r 4 qmf % kq qk % fk-t’' 4?r qf qf^n 4 t '.JTqq ft 
qr^ift 1 f« q<q 4 r sqiq 4 x<m fq fq? qqfqq q'rrrr ^qm TT^rq 'fV 4 r 4 rr % 
fspcr qpt’ % fqq 4 ?t qt 4 fqqr 4 qqfqq qqqq, vfafqqq tft trm 9-4?, ^fr fq? 4 f 
qqq 4 4?t fqqr qqr ^ ; qq qfq q-jfqq q< 4 ?n: fqrrr qq^iq fv^f aqrqqr- 

fqq? qqrqr % fqror qrq % fqq tqqft ®qfqq ^qm qfqqr # qrfr | qt qf q>t? srfq-. 
fqFtr?q qfwfqqq, 1951 4 ?t srm 9-4? % ot qfsq qrrq % 4 fqqrq 4? 102 

(1) (s) % qql 4 fqr|qr q?ft ftqt t 

11 qf, 1970, issjq, 1970, 15 qjq, 1970 w> -21 qRqft, 1974 4 ?> 
%(T ^tT ‘4TT 4TTR, 'qqr f^C^q’ qrq 4 ? q>qf?it ^ 4 Rr fe'J 4 ^ 4 , 4 f 4 ? 4 4 RR 4 l 
qqqr< ^qRr 4 qfkt 4 ? |fqqq 4 fq?<T qq 4 i ‘qqr fq^sr' qtqiTaft 44? '[qq? qrrr $ 1 
*rq:, 4 r qqtk 4 fq? qFqFqFuqr qFufqqq, 1951 qft qnr 9-4? % wf 4 fq<:Ffq q|r 
^ I—qfq 4 m qqrr qqrq qtm qqr? (1966-2 trq 4 t 4 241) 1 

4 ro qto 4rt, qiqnqqrqr qr it qr° 4iqr^, ^rqrqqrkr ^ qrq fq?^ q? 

12 q?rm 4k qkqn: fqqrqq qrfqqrrfrqt q? qrq 12 wq^qr, 1974 4k 14 w.fqr, 
1974 4t Or? 4 ? qrr q?qrk % 4fff 4 tft qf f|t qfT w gqqrt | Or? 4 qq srq?ir 
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% qrrrq, far wtr srftrfcfa^ irffffwr, 1951 «tft srrtr 9 -*p Jr 'ST^drrw 1 1 
q 1 wt, «ft fET^l < wrFmrfqq? JrqirJ >rqrq f%q m far^ farcr ^ jpicn: t 1 

3 ?rc stctttt ^ jpnqff ft, wfar qfarfcfaFT stfVrftpm, 1951 qft srnr 9 -qr % 
sqw, «ft fsffa ?FFfk % f^n '-fr 'fto 1^0 ^qro STfara 1 qft irg foffarq 

Jr trtIw faftor srfWFif % Jr, qtfqrr*mr?r Jr wr | 1 

wfaVr q^ tto | fa? *rt ?r^fa cTT^tz Trsq 'qqr qr qsrq - srfa % f%cr 
fa*ft srqrrc Pf<%r qfr fir | 1 

50 Sto ^qnflFrrqfi;, 
wnr % qm ftqfqq srrqqa - 1 

qf fopjft ; 

?rrffar 22 seitCi, 1976 

[?fo UTo 7(5)/76-fquFfr II(i) 1 
%° %© qr?rr»f, 1 
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